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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1 1-28 have been examined. 

2. Examiner would like to indicate that the U.S. Serial Number 1 1/026,053 provided on 
Response to Non-Final Action/Amendments to the Claims (top right on pages 2-14) has a 
typographic error. The U.S. Serial Number should be corrected to 10/522,790. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-28 have been considered but are moot in 
view of the new ground(s) of rejection. See Brassard, new art made of record below. 

Specification 

3. The specification is objected to as failing to provide proper antecedent basis for the 
claimed subject matter. The specification is devoid of terms such as "computer readable 

medium" as recited in claims 1 1-28. The specification is inconsistent with terms recited in claims 
1 1-28. The specification should be written in "full, clear, concise, and exact terms". Appropriate 
correction is required. See 37 CFR 1.75(d)(1) and MPEP § 608.01(o). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S. C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an applicaUt)n lor patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the cl'lbcts for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

5. Claims 1 1-28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 102(e) as being anticipated by Brassard et al. 
US 6,742,175 Bl (hereinafter "Brassard"). 

As per Claim 1 1 (Currently amended), Brassard teaches a software , encoded on a 
computer readable medium, for generation of a computer code of at least one part of a computer 
application (see at least e.g. FIG. 3, 60 and related text), in which the software generates the said 
computer code from a description of said at least one part of the computer application by 
distributing said description between several code generators according to modifiable 
distribution rules (see at least e.g. FIG. 3, Model declaration 51, General instruction 56, 
Generator option for a specific language associated with components development 57, Model 
Declaration Engine 45, Generation Instruction Engine 47, Recursion binder 48 and see at least 
e.g. FIG. 12a-b and related text and col. 3 :25-35 ". . . sub-classing of the existing components and 
extending its fiinctionality ..." and col.33:55-67), each code generator translating the part of said 
description that it is provided with, in order to provide at least one part of the said computer code 
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in a respective language (see at least e.g. FIG. 3, Generated source code for specific language 
associated with components development 60). 

As per Claim 12, Brassard teaches splitting up said description in object classes (see at 
least e.g. FIG. 3, 49 and FIG. 5b, 86); the software distributing said object classes between the 
code generators according to said distribution rules (see at least col. 12:57-67 "... file containing 
the model declarations and file containing the set of generation instruction ... generation 
instructions can be created..."), each code generator translating the object classes that it is 
provided with, into said corresponding part of the said computer code (see at least e.g. FIG. 3, 
Generated source code for specific language associated with components development 60). 

Claim 13, Brassard teaches splitting up said description in dependencies between said 
object classes, and in the case of a dependency between two object classes each translated by a 
different code generator (see at least e.g. FIG. 12a-b and related text), the software makes said 
dependency be handled by two adapters that each translate it into a computer code for interfacing 
(see at least e.g. FIG. 3, Generation Instruction Engine 47, Recursion binder 48)the computer 
codes produced by said code generators for said two object classes (see at least col.33:60-67 ". . . 
for each class contained . . . classes that are dependent on . . ."). 

As per Claim 14, Brassard teaches which each of the two adapters produce said 
respective interfacing computer code for a respective object class among said two object classes 
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(see at least e.g. FIG. 12a-b and related text and col.3:25-35 ". . . sub-classing of the existing 
components and extending its functionality ..." and col.33:55-67). 

As per Claim 15, Brassard teaches each of the two adapters inserts the respective 

interfacing computer code into the computer code produced by one of said code generators for 
said object class for which the adapter has produced said interfacing computer code (see at least 
e.g. FIG. 13e and related text). 

As per Claim 16, Brassard teaches two adapters having to handle the dependency are 
chosen by the software following assignment rules associating (see at least e.g. FIG. 3,55 and 
related text), for the orientation of the dependency of said two object classes, an adapter 
corresponding to each of the code generators translating said two object classes, the said 
assignment rules being modifiable (see at least e.g. FIG. 12a-b and related text and col.33:55- 
67). 

As per claim 17, this is similar limitation substantially paralleling the limitation in caim 
16, thus, this limitation have been addressed as set forth above. 



As per claim 18, this is similar limitation substantially paralleling the limitation in claim 
16, thus, this limitation have been addressed as set forth above. 



Application/Control Number: 10/522,790 Page 6 

Art Unit: 2192 

As per claim 19, Brassard discloses generating said computer code from said description 
made in a language organized in object classes (see at least e.g. FIG. 5d, step 1 12-1 14 and 
related text), in which said language enables to define first classes giving access to technical or 
fiinctional services to be provided by a hardware and software computer platform receiving the 
computer application (see at least e.g. FIG. 3, 60 and related text), said services being not 
definable by said language, and the other classes of said language cannot have access to any one 
of said services except through said first classes (see at least e.g. FIG. 5d, steps 1 18-122 and 
related text). 

As per claim 20, Brassard discloses the software according to the claim 19, distributing 
said description between the code generators according to distribution rules associating at least 
some of said first classes or of said other classes of said language with at least one of said code 
generators (see at least e.g. FIG. 3, Model declaration 51, General instruction 56, Generator 
option for a specific language associated with components development 57, Model Declaration 
Engine 45, Generation Instruction Engine 47, Recursion binder 48). 

As per claim 21, Brassard discloses the software according to claim 20, splitting up said 
description in object classes (see at least e.g. FIG. 3, 49 and FIG. 5b, 86), the software 
distributing said object classes between the code generators according to said distribution rules 
(see at least col.l2:57-67 ". . . file containing the model declarations and file containing the set of 
generation instruction ... generation instructions can be created..."), each code generator 
translating the objects classes that it is provided with, into said corresponding part of said 
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computer code and wherein the software splits up said description into first classes or into other 
classes of said language (see at least e.g. FIG. 3, Generated source code for specific language 
associated with components development 60). 

As per claim 22, Brassard discloses the software according to the claim 17, generating 
said computer code from said description made in a language organized in object classes (see at 
least e.g. FIG. 5d, step 112-114 and related text), in which said language enables to define first 
classes giving access to technical or fimctional services to be provided by a hardware and 
software computer platform receiving the computer application, said services being not definable 
by said language (see at least e.g. FIG. 3, 60 and related text), and the other classes of said 
language cannot have access to any one of said services except through said first classes and 
wherein the software splits up said description in dependencies between said object classes from 
dependencies between said first classes or other classes of said language (see at least e.g. FIG. 
5d, steps 118-122 and related text). 

As per claim 23, Brassard discloses the software according to the claim 17, generating 
said computer code from said description made in a language organized in object classes (see at 
least e.g. FIG. 5d, step 1 12-1 14 and related text), in which said language enables to define first 
classes giving access to technical or functional services to be provided by a hardware and 
software computer platform receiving the computer application, said services being not definable 
by said language, and the other classes of said language cannot have access to any one of said 
services except through said first classes (see at least e.g. FIG. 3, 60 and related text), wherein 
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the software distributes said description between the code generators according to distribution 
rules associating at least some of said first classes or of said other classes of said language with 
at least one of said code generators, and wherein the software splits up said description in 
dependencies between said object classes from dependencies between said first classes or other 
classes of said language (see at least e.g. FIG. 5d, steps 1 18-122 and related text). 

As per claim 24, Brassard discloses the software according to the claim 17, generating 
said computer code from said description made in a language organized in object classes (see at 
least e.g. FIG. 5d, step 1 12-114 and related text), in which said language enables to define first 
classes giving access to technical or functional services to be provided by a hardware and 
software computer platform receiving the computer application, said services being not definable 
by said language, and the other classes of said language cannot have access to any one of said 
services except through said first classes, wherein the software splits up said description into first 
classes or into other classes of said language (see at least e.g. FIG. 3, 60 and related text), 
wherein the software further splits up said description in dependencies between said object 
classes from dependencies between said first classes or other classes of said language, and 
wherein the software distributes said description between the code generators according to 
distribution rules associating at least some of said first classes or of said other classes of said 
language with at least one of said code generators (see at least e.g. FIG. 5d, steps 1 18-122 and 
related text). 
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As per claim 25 (Currently amended), Brassard discloses a software description 
language , encoded on a computer readable medium, organized in classes enabling to define first 
classes giving access to technical and fimctional services to be provided by a hardware and 
software computer platform receiving the computer application, in which: the said services 
cannot be defined by said language (see at least e.g. FIG. 5d, step 1 12-1 14 and related text), and 
the other classes cannot have access to any one of these technical or fimctional services except 
through said first classes (see at least e.g. FIG. 5d, steps 118-122 and related text). 

As per claim 26, Brassard discloses the software description language according to claim 
25 of the type of an object-oriented language for computer application modeling (see at least e.g. 
FIG. 4, Modeling Declaration in Modeling Tool 65 and related text). 



As per claim 27 (Currently amended). Brassard discloses a software, . encoded on a 
computer readable medium, (see at least col.2: 1-15 "... computer readable medium. . ."), 
enabling to graphically or textually build a computer application model and to provide a 
description of the model in a software description language organized in classes enabling to 
define first classes giving access to technical and functional services to be provided by a 
hardware and software computer platform receiving the computer application (col.3: 15-35 ". . . 
interact textually or graphically with visual modeling tool or integrated development tool. . ."), in 
which: 
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the said services cannot be defined by said language (see at least e.g. FIG. 3, 50, 55 and 
related text), and 

the other classes cannot have access to any one of these technical or functional services 
except through said first classes (see at least e.g. FIG. 3, 49, 52 and related text). 

As per claim 28, Brassard discloses the software according to claim 27, enabling to 
graphically or textually build a model of computer application human-machine interface (see at 
least e.g. FIG. 3, 50, 55 and related text). 

Conclusion 

6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier conmiunications fi-om the 
examiner should be directed to ISAAC T. TECKLU whose telephone number is (571) 272-7957. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-TH 9:300A - 8:00P. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Tuan Q. Dam can be reached on (571) 272-3695. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained trom the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Isaac T Tccklu/ /Tuan Q. Dam/ 

Examiner, Art Unit 2 1 92 Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2 1 92 



